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JL his olFering by rhc pn>mineni assaxsiixJo- 
gist Mark Lane and comcdLin-acti\ isr Dick 
Grcgnr\ explores tlic 1968 murder in Mem- 
phis <A Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Gregorv . 
who was King's friend, contributes eight well- 
urittcxi, enlightening chapceiN abexit King and 
his S^juthon Christian Ixadcrsliip Conference 
(SdjC) .assixaares. Lane's contril>uikin — deal- 
ing uTih the murder itself — is a niedW r>f dis- 
tortions and ueird inferences whirling .tmund 
the a.\is of a self-preening invesriganon. 'Hie 
txxik's \ciy tide is a hv'pc: Lane has blithely 
converted the oxie word “Z<#nt*.” a cliaracter- 
i/ntion cjf Martin Ltither King. Jr, used by Iltl 
fidd agents in their u cU-knoun harassmenrs of 
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King, into .in a^isassinatkin pkit with a Ibmuilly 
adopted axle name. 

'lliaf FBI Director j. Edgar H«x»ver pursued 
King in a v icious vendetta, dtir the bureau 
went to e\TnK»rdinar\' lengths to do him in- 
jur\", no lor^er needs to be argued. As the 
Church Committee revealed, the dircaor him- 
self* appn>ved an attempt to disruf)t King’s 
marriage hy mailing to Corena King a tape 
recording of liis allegedly compn>mlsing hoteb 
moin utterances alor^ vvitli a letter inv iting the 
l)lack leader to commit suicide. As early as 
Januiirv' l*M4, FBI intelligence chief V\ illiam 
C. Sullivan submitted a pa»pi>sal to **kiw)ck 
King off his pedestal.” And in .March 1968, 
exactly cme month before King's murder, the 
bureau bunched an aggressive program in- 
tended, among (xher t»bjectivcs. to “prevent 
tlK rise of a black messiah” — specifkallv* to rc- 
pbeo King u'ith a civil rights Ie.ider more ac- 
ceptable CO the FBI. But hostilit}', even when 
implcmcmed in cnid and stupkl wa\*s, can 
not substitute h»r evidence. 

Lane argues that after disi»rders t>n>ke out in 
.Vlcmphis on March 28th, l*M8, in connection 
with the King-led demonstration supporting 
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sinkinu sanitation workers, the FBI Uiinchul a 
plot to lure King back to Mcnifihjs from his 
Atbiiu base where he hiuJ rcrumed alter the 
dantHtstnuion. The FBI thus set him up for 
his murder — commined i)y still unknown ac- 
a>mplices in some unexplained way— of 
which James tlari Ray was sulisetjuendy un- 
justly convicred. In Lane’s scenark), tlK* pl«^ 
was triggered by 1-111 infurnKrs and pn> 
\f icateuis, who aLng with i^its ot‘ tlte l«xal 
poTice, w ere instructed to engage in v kilcnce. 

In Aa II a bureau roein«:irandum plays the 
principal rule. V\'ritten by the agency’s Crime 
Records Division on Mireh 28, the day <jf the 
dcmrxvsiration, this drxnmcnt appoAcd a 
press release for blind ciisscminatR>n to “coopv- 
crative new s media” pi>intiiig to the violerKC in 
Memphis in an attempt to discredit King’s 
pledge that the Four Fcopic’s Campa^, 
planned Uv April 20ih, would be nonviolent. 

f ^ lias supcrimpTised liis thesis — a ini- 

reau plot to engineer Kings return to xMem- 



phis— on facts w hidi liardly support it. The 
March 28th memo wus simply part of -an on- 
ijuing attack begun by die Crime Reoirds Di- 
\ision in January’ when the Washirgton 
Spring IV^jea, as rlic Po«>r Petiples Campa^ 
was then called, w as announced. Gjlinnnists 
arul edit«>rial writers, quite indepaidcntly, had 
alrtad\’ expressed tears abtxit the pro|ccted 
Washington encampment. V\lKn the March 
28th violence in .Memphis erupted, it was 
Iwdly necessary for the Ixireau to pt»int to it 
as a pi>n:enr of future violence. l*he inference 
tiut the bureau tlushuJ out a hidden connec- 
tion U'tween the twt» events is supported by 
rHJthing m«irc tlian a single phrase — ^^dress 
rcliearsai" — which appeared *m both a .Menv 
phis new spnper and die FBI’s bliiKl press item. 

In anv event, ilic notk>n that press rep*rrs, 
whedier inspired by the bureau «ir not, in- 
ducetl .1 reluctant King t»i return to .Memphis 
is alwurd. A stream of wire service stories Ix:- 
i^inning on the afternoon of March 28th, im- 
meiiiateiy after the demonstration, rcpiaed 
that King and the SCLC leadership deckleii 
w ithout external nudgirg that a second march, 6U 
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this time peaceful, \ms a tacncal nccessin* to 
neutralize critknsm of the April action in 
Washington. 

.\ccording to Lane, the bureau s plot thick- 
ened u-ith a March 29th Crime Records Di- 
vTsioo foUow-up item acuckii^ King for hav- 
ing taken rehjgc on the presious day in the 
white-owned Rivermoni Hoed instead of the 
Lorniinc .MutcL ow ned and pwironizcd e.xdu- 
sivelv' by blacks. I Icre the thecjiy is that King 
would have stayed in a hurd other than the 
Lonraine when he remmed to .Mempliis fjo 
April 3nJ had he not been shamed by the 
liureau stoiy. Once again, the argument 
shrieks. 7*^ A&l. p(gt Arr." And here the pirnif 
of the "boc " — the disscminatkjn of the bureau s 
sior% — IS even rtimsicr. l^c circs on undated 
Manphis paper to pmve his point., and he 
offers up the hearsay (jhservatiixi <A re- 
poners alxmt King’s **pi»sh‘’ cjuaners at the 
Rivermont. One «»f the rep>rttTs is said a> 
recall that King hail previously stayed :u: the 
Riv crmoni Hwcl and never at the Lorraine. 

Lane snons at the a>ncIusion of a Church 
Committee staffer that Dr. King ‘‘always 
stayed at the D/rraine” when he visited .\lem- 
f>his because tlK- cfjnduskHi was biased on the 
assertion of the FBI and "*cMie other jx^rson.” 
But this mysterious “one other person” Is none 
ocher than Rev. l^TOird Lee. Kings doscsr 
aide. iKiW' Executiv e X’ice l^resident of SCLC. 
:\jid, in a Januaiy 1976 intemew then Con- 
gressman, now CN Amlxissador, ‘Vndrevv 
\'oung, insisted that the Inireairs daimcvl Pied 
Piper rrjie in placing King’s port)* at the Ijnr- 
raine w^s a “false lead.” Young should have 
knmvn — he set up the King !icadqu:irtcrs at 
the Dirraine following the dedskm made b)’ 
the SCLC in Atlanta to return to .Memphis the 
week tblluvving the March 28rh disi>rder>. 
Young explained tlut the D>rrainc was a “nat- 
ural” choice, in liiw with the King partv ’s un- 
V arving practice of lodging in l^bck-owncxi ho- 
tels. King had n<»t chosen the Rivermont; he 
was CMToncd by the police to the dowTitown 
h«»stlcrv when the violence broke out rm the 
70 :8th. * 



But there is more: King stayed at die hur- 
rainc on March 18th w hen he visited Man- 
phis, a tacT suppressed by investitive report- 
er Lane. Instead of ci>bbling charges from the 
recollections of third parries, w hy didn’t Lane 
rake the trouble to consult hold registers.- He 
reprints a speech by Senator Robert B) rd of 
dubkKis relevance in an appendix to this book 
as though it w ere a find more precious dian 
the Dead Sea Scn>Us, bur ntit a scrap of cUjcu- 
mentatkin in support of his rickere case 
appears. 



X.t l^ie tails to persuade the reader of the 
veracin' of his charges, how ever, he has no dif- 
ficult)* what»xrver in ainv iiKing himself. I Ic 
oondudes: “The FBI memoranda [Ic. the 
.March 28ih and 2*>th documents] had accom- 
plished dieir casks. Dr. King had returned to 
Memphis to Icail a nonv iolent inarch ... he 
was compdied to do so. at least partiallv, due 
to the Mil memorandum of .March 28 and the 
w idc circulation gjv en to that memoraixJum, 
at first in .Mempliis, and then throughout the 
cuuntry.” VV’hile still gagging, the reader is of- 
fered a chaser “The lUI hail prevailed. [Over 
wiiom? Over what?] Dr. King was to return 
not just to Memphis but to the Dirraine .Miv 
tel,” Never Itas stj little been used to prov e so 
mudi. But, on w ith the hunt. 

The core of Leone’s case involves a black 
Memfiliis police detective namal fc!d Reilditr, 
who. according to Lane, was rciTKjv td fttim 
his “seairire” pwt at Fire Station No. 2 over- 
kMiiking die Dimiiiic M<itd two tiours liet'ore 
the assassination, 'llie purpose of this m<»ve. 
Lane charges, was to diminare a potential wit- 
ness to die planned assassination and, more 
impjrtandy, to facilitate die assassiivs escape. 
This sinister pirpose is undefined by ilic fact 
that Rcddin was relieved on orders from 
Frank Holloman, Director of the Memphis 
Police and Fire Depirrmcnts. .\nd whfi was 
Frank Holloman? Hold on to your hats: He 
liad [)ccn a bureau agent fiir about 25 years. 
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Lane has superimposed his thesis of a bureau plot against 
King on facts which hardly support it. 



MoUoman's c>rder relieving Rcddin is consid- 
ered such dev^istaiing ev idence in suppon dt 
Lanes thesis that Lane introduces the Mem- 
phis dcrective in pionn rfionaJ press conferences 
as Lxhibit A. 

The Reddirr business is a tioiK|Uct of La- 
ncn. One uouJd never Icom from Lane’s 
sLinted aa'tmnt that the black detective was a 
member ncx of a sexurin* unit chargcxl with 
King's protection, bur of die Memphis Inter- 
nal Securin' Division on a surveillance assign- 
ment, The difference between these modes of 
police work are not tibscure. Security' involves 
an ungoir^ rebtiuaslup uf trust and oxjpcri- 
tk)ii Ixtvvcen the securit\* ufiktr and the sub- 
jca. SurvdlkuKC is ativcrsarial, n-picafly in- 
volving a ciiocealcd scrutiny of the target, his 
visitors and associates. 

.\s anyone familiar with these |.)r 3 cticcs 
knows, security' is fhxjuemly a cover fcjr sur- 
veillance. [“Don’t get exerted,** the ofiicer says, 
“I am only here to protect you.*! Tliis is not to 
say that a surveilling prilice otiker would ig- 
nore bw’ violations committed in his presence, 
bur such vkjlahons w»>uld have to be aifii- 
ciendy serious to warrant sacrificing his cover 
;ind p jssibly jtx>panli7ing his ow'n sifery', Red- 
dirr w as scorned and resented by all segments 
of the L>lack community a “snitch." Early in 
the sanitationmen’s strike, his presence, dis- 
guiscxl in working clothes, was rescncfiiUv’ 
noted at a strikers’ meeting. Indeed, he was 
asked to leave a public mcering of the strikers 
on the evening of April 3rd, immediately prior 
to the asssassinatkrti. .And when King arrived at 
the airport on the m«jmfng of April 3rd, Red- 
dkt s life was threatened by a tnemlxx of the 
greeting party Ixxausc of his sp\' role. A sec- 
ond, more generalized threat came from an- 
other King supporter later in the day in the 
courtvaid of the Lorraine .Vlotd. 



X XolJoman told Reddin that he was pulL 
ing him off the detail at the fire station because 
of a report diat Redditt’s life had been threat- 
ened. Lane, of course, insists that this was a 
pretext, Init given the strong feeling aUnit 
Rcddin, it seems pbusible. However, Lane 
desen cs cadit for consistency: He again dis- 
dains to supjxirt his thesis with evidence. Nor 
d*jcs \k b*jther to deal with a number c>f 
tTTrtibling dilficulries. FVjt example, if Rcddhi 
was so vital a link in King s security, wiiy did 
the putative bureau instrument of the pitx, 
HotUnnan, assign him to the fire station in the 
first pbcc and rlx*n invite suspicion by^ remov - 
ing him at the bsr minute? 

Reddin worked with a partner — standard 
{X)lice practice — Officer VV. B. Richmond, 
also black. If Reddin w as remov cd as pan of a 
oov er-up rather than out of oncem for his 
phv sied safety , why w as Richnxwid pennined 
K» remain at the same pist? 

Indeed, it was Richmond who rdcph«»ncil 
Memphis Rtiliee hcadquaners from the fire 
station when the fatal shot was fired. And, as 
if this w ere not sufficient, w hat is to be made 
of the faa that die D>rraine Motd area was 
monitored quite intensh'dy by numcnius p>- 
lice vehicles, both tactical police units under 
security assignments and oxivention;il tw(»- 
man bvv enforcement units. If HoUoman re- 
mov cd the stationary' sun eilbnee in an assasso- 
natbn pkrt. why- did he negiccr the moving 
units? 

But. dear reader, don’t leave me otyw. Lane 
has still another card to play. The plot to strip 
King of security, he suggests, also explains the 
transfer of tw'o firemen on the night of April 
3rd, the only blocks posted to Fire Statioti No. 
2. Here there is no questk>n that a manptnver 
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justification for transferring the firemen was a 
pretext. B<xh firemen were s^^-rapotlieik: to 
King and the strikers, and one cjf them had 
been present at the Masonic Temple meeting 
on .\pril 3rd which Rcdditr uas asked a> 
leave. Lane prefers to fjdkrce that the)' were 
rransferred to fiinher “strip away” King $ sccu- 
rir\'. But, a hr mciie ptaiisibie explanation, 
w hich Lane docs n«ir ev en fxxhcr to explore, is 
that thdr presence was an embarrassment, a 
threat CO the “securit) ” — the genuine article 
and not Lane*s invenred version— of Redditr 
and Rkrhmcrnd. The rwt> survetUants lud 
riggevi up a scotch-taped mask m er a glass fire- 
house station do*jr to shield them fir»m ex- 
ternal detection w ith a small opening for bin- 
ocular olisen ation of the Kir^ 
taking such cover prccautiDns, it would make 
no sense to expose them from the inside to the 
\ iew of the two King supporters. 

Lane crowns his case ft>r FBI a>mplu:it\ 
with such epiphanies as the rejoking of an 
Atlanta field agent over the news of rlie assassi- 
nati^>n ;ind an interv iew w ith Chief Holknnan 
w hich yidds litdc more en%hfcnmenr chan 
the het that Lane and a friend induced Fh>llr>- 
man to speak into their tape recorder. V\'c arc 
also foki that the var\' FUI girnip — the “Get 
King S€:|uad” — asskjned to destroy King u .^s 
char^xl with invesrigatnig the assassirtitii^n. 
As Lane ought to know , this Is false: The 
Memphis field office — nrjt .Atlanta w here the 
“Ger King Squad” was based — ran the inv esri- 
gariun. In the end. Lane’s polemic bias, echo- 
ing in so many wavs the FBI’s own perstsTcnt 
abuse of fact and logic in pMirsuir of subversion, 
is DfK onK' repellent but coumcrproducthe. 
Far finm inviting further inquiry into his 
charges, his treatment only discredits the ac- 
cuser. Lane’ s remaining chapters tm the mur- 
der itself scrimmage angrily with histor\\ 
c'ommon sease and the ctnidusions of writers 
and invesr^tors who insist that Ray alone 
was responsible for the murder (a listing of 
siHTie relevant works on this topic follow s this 
review). 



A Vepircer; and writers who have almost 
uniformlv reached the condusioo that Ra\’ 
iicted alone, have been, I bdic\'e, a friistratcd 
Icic. lliey all launched rfieir investigations and 
research in ifuesr of a conspiracy. In c»ur dme, 
the expose, the dramatic demonstration that 
things are not what they seem but manipular- 
ed to c-tjoccal reality, has a ready market. The 
assumption, e% en the expectation, of a hidden 
conspiraev’, has strongh' influenced our per- 
ception of crimes against pulilic figures. More- 
over, as Da\ id Bnon Davis and exhers liave 
persuiisivdy argued, the t»bscssion with con- 
spiracy Ls deeply rrxxcd in <xir p» 4itical culture. 
But fix all this encouraging climate and the 
rewards which it promises, credible ev kienc'c 
for a coaspirac)\ at least 'insofar as King’s as- 
sassinatiun is concerned, is simply nonexis- 
tent. 

Our aiaspiracy mania is destructive in an- 
other respect as well. The kaie assassin, hem- 
e\ er conclusH e the e\ idence of guilt, bea>mes 
mythinred as the victim or the ux4 of a larger 
force. We demand to kiv>w w ho. or who else, 
really did it, crowding out the m«)re challer^ 
ing question, why? A period of distrust iT 
^A'emment like the present strengthens the 
cnnspirac)' rcspmse to the point wliere :in 
<*iffkial investigative cuncluskm or a judicial 
verdict is percei\ cd ,a.s prrx»f of cuverup com- 
plkny in the crime. Fven a guiln plea, as in 
Rav’s case, manages to Ixcome fiiel fix the 
cTJONpinwy flames. 

One would hardly guess from Lane’s nutli- 
prorecrivc treatment of the King assassination 
that James Fori Ray’s inner life was a st)’ of 
higrxr) — producctl not by social interaction 
with blacks but b\' a far more hesdal m«xie 
deri\ cd from our VolJbkuhur. \ axe obsessicxi 
with racism festered and ultimately poisoned 
Ray’s entire being in die prisons where he 
spent most of his aduk life. Ray’s nu:ism b 
reflecred in hb admiration for the Nazi move- 
ment and hopes fix its resurgence. Fib pas- 
sionate hatred of blacks crested in hb repeated 
threats w hile in jail during the mid-l^^ to 
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kill Dr. King when he got our of jail aixi to 
escape to Rhtxksia. And add (jhc last smind to 
this fabric of pothoiog) : a hunger tor fame. 
Lane prefers to traduce those who point to 
such explanations, to assault them and their 
sources w ith a horrifting verbal thugger\* as 
concealed agents of the a>nspirac\', lix ing 
proof of its p*>w er. 

“Impaftialityr wrote the historian Salxe- 
mini, ‘‘is a dream. Honest)' is a dut\ .’* Invcsd- 
garive reporting is plagued by the risk that the 
reprjitcr, howcx er u elLinteiitii>ncd, may over- 
pn>tect a biased si>urcc. And this risk Is espe- 
cially great u hen the source is not merely a 
witness but a panknpant w ho uses a disclosure 
as bak to enlist the reporter in his exculpation. 
V\'urcrgatc richly illustrates this game. But 
I jnc pushes it a step farther Far fn>m being 
deceived, he is an acc»>mplice. 

One can only h<»pc that Line’s di.shiinc5t\ 
will not dLscourage the pending amgressional 
uivcsrigation of the King assassination. V\’c 
need to set to nest the “wliir doubts bur even 
more importantly, to nerrace the roads in our 
aanmon life that Ray travelled w hich ended 
m assassination. Such a probe must locus tin 
the securin' issue and inquire uheiher King 
received ihc stur of jitotectHin from the Mem- 
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phis ptilicc warranted by the circumstances. 

Inex itably such an investigation must ex- 
pk»re the politicization of urban pr4ice peace- 
keeping tuncrions in the 1960s and specifically 
the way in w hkh surveillance replaced secu- 
rity. In the end. Kings netxl ftr fxiliee prr>- 
rectk)n fell victim to hostility on the rme side 
and distrust on the othtx. And, is it too much 
to hi>pc — I fcir that it Is — that the probers 
will lay fare all the King related material in 
the bureau files [mudi of it has been uTthliekiJ 
so iliat /Xmcricans may be informed more 
liroadiy aliout the most infamous aenvit)* ever 
undertaken by a federal poliev' agenev' in this 
counny'.- Perhips after such an airing, .Ameri- 
cans will be shamed into insistence tm si »mc 
name more appropriate for the RW headquar- 
ters ilun the J. Fdgar Hooxer buikling. • 
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